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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on October 23, 2006 has been entered. Claims 1 ,3, 
4,7,8,10,11,14-15 and 1 7-1 8 have been amended. Claims 5,12 and 1 9 have 
been cancelled. Claims 21-23 are new. 

2. New grounds of rejection are based on newly amended claims. 

Objection 

Claim 8 recites "a webpage, the computer program produce" instead of 
"the computer program product". However, appropriate correction is needed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1,3,4, 6-7, 8,10,11,13-15 and 1 7-23 rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Natasa Milic-Frayling et al. (Pub. No: US 
20060059138) (hereinafter Natasa). 

For claim 1 , Natasa teaches "receiving a hierarchical data of interests identified 
by a user ([0055], [0063], [0087-0088]); storing the hierarchical data set of 
interests in a database entry associated with the user" ([0058-0059]) parsing the 
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hierarchical data set; extracting one or more keyword attribute values from the 
hierarchical data set in response to the parsing of the data set and a pre-selected 
granularity value ([0052-0055], [0063]); applying extracted keyword values to 
filter content for delivery to the user ([0052-0055]) "delivering a webpage that is 
personalized for the user according to the identified interest" ([0061-0063]) 

For claim 3, Natasa teaches "pre-populating a Web content search form page 
using extracted keyword values; and returning the Web content search form 
page to the requesting to the user"([0083-0084] include users providing a 
description of their interest through a dialog box, search page, in a separate 
window or a search box (search form page). However, an analysis engine 
receives the query and context information and provides a the users with their 
interest as specified). 

For claim 4, Natasa teaches "receiving the Web content search form from the 
user, wherein the received search form includes one or more pre-populated data, 
zero or more additional user-supplied search terms and at lease one Boolean 
search indicator for determining the combination of search terms for performing a 
search"([0059, 0083-0084]wherein Natasa's teachings include a search engine 
or search window or box for searching based oh users search terms or based on 
users interest. However, a user can also request that documents be analyzes 
based on company and persons names, (which indicates the use of Boolean 
words for the search) 
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For claim 6, Natasa teaches "wherein, if no keyword attribute is associated with 
an interest, using a value attribute of the interest as a default keyword" ([0008], 
[0060] wherein Natasa's teachings include searching based on users identified 
interest. However, using a keyword attribute or value attribute as the users 
specified interest reads on Natasa's teaches because as long as the users 
specifies the interest the search will be based on the specified interest, be it 
keyword or value attributes) 

For claim 7, Natasa teaches "wherein the pre-selected granularity value 
corresponds to a root-to-leaf level in the hierarchical data set of user-identified 
interests"([0087-0088] wherein documents of a ranked for top to bottom based on 
their relevance scores and based on relevance indicated by users as the users 
interests) 

For claims 8 and 15, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 1 and are similarly rejected. 

For claims 10 and 17, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 3 and are similarly rejected. 

For claims 11 and 18, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 4 and are similarly rejected. 



Application/Control Number: 10/798,937 



Art Unit: 2168 



Page 5 



For claims 13 and 20, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 6 and are similarly rejected. 

For claim 14, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments 
given above for rejected claim 7 and is similarly rejected. 

For claim 21 , Natasa teaches " wherein the webpage is a portal page associated 
with the user and provided by the portal"([0062] wherein a webpage is presented 
to the user which includes hyperlinks and URLs.) 

For claims 22-23, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 21 and are similarly rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
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Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 2, 9 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Natasa Milic-Frayling et al. (Pub. No: US 20060059138) (hereinafter 
Natasa) in the view of Serbinis et al. (Patent. No. U.S. 6, 584,466) 

For claim 2, Natasa does not explicitly teach "wherein the hierarchical data set 
comprises an XML" 

However, Serbinis teaches "wherein the hierarchical data set comprises an XML" 
(Col. 15, lines 64-Col. 16, lines 1-9, fig.3) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine Natasa with Serbinis teaches of storing, retrieving or 
modifying documents of special interest to users, which could be retrieved as an 
XML document (Col. 2, lines 22-44, Col. 15, lines 64-Col. 16, lines 1-9). 

For claims 9 and 16, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 2 and are similarly rejected. 

Response to Amendment 

6. Applicant's argument filed October 23, 2006 has been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's 
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arguments. For claim 1, applicant argued that Hegli does not teach "receiving a 
hierarchical data of interests identified by a user" and delivering a webpage that 
is personalized for the user according to the identified interests". However, based 
on newly amended claims Natasa's teachings at paragraph 0055 includes 
receiving documents with their scores and alternatively ranked based on users 
interest specified. Paragraph 0063 of Natasa's teachings also teaches ranking 
and analyzing of documents based on the users specified interest are been 
received. Natasa also teaches "delivering a webpage that is personalized for the 
user according to the identified interest" Natasa teaches at paragraph 0061- 
0063, wherein a user may be presented with URLs by a web service as a result 
of the user's interest. Documents are downloaded by the browser which are 
processed by the information highlighting facility in view of the users interests, 
however the result of the information highlighting facility processing are displayed 
to fit the users interest, thus teachings are synonymous. 

Natasa also teaches "storing the hierarchical data set of interests in a database 
entry associated with the user" Natasa's teachings at paragraph 0058-0059 
includes storing analysis of documents performed based on users request and 
users interest specified, wherein a user can specify that documents be analysed 
for the company and persons name (users interest) and later stores the analysis 
for the specific user. Paragraph 0065 of Natasa's teachings also include 
searching based on users interest sent via a browser, however, information 
about the documents are stored. Likewise Natasa also parses and extracts 
keywords from the documents, such as highlighting words in the documents at 
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paragraph 0052-0055, 0063. Natasa's teachings also include "applying extracted 
keyword values to filter content for delivery to the user" However, at paragraph 
0052-0055, Natasa's teachings include highlighting relevant information in the 
document, which also helps in the determination of a relevant document to be 
delivered to the user. 

For claim 3, applicant also argued that Hegli teaches "pre-populating a Web 
content search form page using extracted keyword values; and returning the 
Web content search form page to the requesting to the user". However, Natasa's 
teachings at 0083-0084 include users providing a description of their interest 
through a dialog box, search page, in a separate window or a search box (search 
form page). However, an analysis engine receives the query and context 
information and provides the users with their interest as specified. 

For claim 7, applicant also argued that Hegli does not teach "wherein the pre- 
selected granularity value corresponds to a root-to-leaf level in the hierarchical 
data set of user-identified interests". However, Natasa teaches at paragraph 
0087-0088 wherein documents of a ranked for top to bottom based on their 
relevance scores and based on relevance indicated by users as the users 
interests. 

Applicant also argued that both Hegli and Serbinis do not teach claims 2, 9 and 
16. However, based on newly amended claims, Natasa teaches claims 1, 8 and 
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15 which claims 2, 9 and 16 are depend on. However, Natasa does not explicitly 
teach "wherein the hierarchical data set comprises an XML". 
However, Serbinis teaches at Col. 15, lines 64-CoL 16, lines 1-9& fig. 3 "the 
hierarchical data set comprises an XML". 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine Natasa with Serbinis teaches of storing, retrieving or 
modifying documents of special interest to users, which could be retrieved as an 
XML document. 
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CONCLUSION 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to OLUBUSOLA ONI whose telephone number 
is 571-272-2738. The examiner can normally be reached on 10. 00-6. 30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, TIM VO can be reached on 571-272-3642. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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